Since the advance online publication of this article, the authors have noticed an error in the results section of the abstract. It should read as follows:
Since the advance online publication of this article, the authors have noticed an error in the results section of the abstract. It should read as follows:
Intraclass correlation for BMI in dizygotic twin pairs was higher (0.431, 95% confidence interval (CI) 0.394-0.466) than the correlation for full-brothers in the first quartile of birth-year difference (0.376, CI 0.342-0.408). Among full-brothers, the BMI correlation decreased from 0.376 (CI 0.342-0.408) in the first quartile to 0.338 (CI 0.331-0.345) in the last quartile.
This error has now been rectified and the corrected article appears in this issue. The html and online PDF versions have also been amended.
